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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
  CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

WRIT PETITION NO.12374 OF 2023

Taoufik Sharif Mullani ..   Petitioner
        Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..   Respondents

---
Mr.Yuvraj S. Gharal for the petitioner.
Mr. N.K.Rajpurohit, AGP for the respondent-State.

----
               CORAM   :   A.S. CHANDURKAR &

JITENDRA JAIN, JJ. 
         DATE      :   5th March 2024

P.C.:-

. Heard.

2. The challenge in this writ petition is to the order passed by

the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal in Original Application

No.1056 of 2022 dated 21st March 2023. By that order, the Original

Application preferred by the petitioner seeking appointment on

compassionate ground came to be rejected inter alia on the ground that

on 3rd November 2012, the petitioner was informed about rejection of

the application seeking compassionate appointment. This

communication was not challenged. Instead, another application on 9th

June 2014 came to be made.  This application  was rejected on 13th June

2016 but again this communication was also not challenged. Yet again

on 3rd December 2021, a fresh  application was made which was rejected

PRACHI
PRANESH
NANDIWADEKAR

Digitally signed by
PRACHI
PRANESH
NANDIWADEKAR
Date: 2024.03.06
12:42:59 +0530



ppn                                                  2                         23.wp-12374.23.doc

on  17th December 2022. The learned Member of the Tribunal has

observed that on failure on the part of the petitioner to raise a challenge

to the initial communication dated 3rd November 2012, filing of repeated

representations would not extend the period of limitation.

3. Be that as it may, the father of the petitioner expired on 9th

July 2004.  The period of almost 20 years has now passed.  In the given

facts, the Tribunal did not commit any error when it dismissed the

Original Application. 

4. We do not find any case made out for interfering in the writ

jurisdiction.  The writ petition is therefore, dismissed. 

   JITENDRA JAIN, J.             A.S. CHANDURKAR, J.


